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official transcript of the Intermtional 
Military Tribunal in the matter of The 
United States of merica, the French 
Republic, the United Kin;com of Great 
Britcin ^nd Narthern Ireland, anc the 
Union of Sovict Socialist Republics ageinst 
Hermann Wilholm Goering, ct ol, Defencants, 


sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 26 March 
1946, 1000-1245, Lord Justice Lawrence 
presiding. 


HARSHAL OF THE COURT: If it please thé Tribunal, Defendant Streicher 
will be absent from this session of court. 


(A recess was taken) 


DR. SEIDL: Mr, President, I now turn to the reacing of the minutes of the 
nterrogaticn of the witness Alfred Hess. Befare the enswering of the first 
question, the hainin made a fow zreliminary remarks, which are as follows:— 

THE PRESIDENT (Interposing): Where shall we find it? 

DR. SELDL: Ur. President, I received this interro;atory cnly last 
Saturday, enc it has not been possible for me to incorporate it into the 
document booke 

This witness was intcrrosated at Bad Mergentheim on the 19th of arch, 

THE FRESLDEN: Do you mean that we haven't cot copies of 1 


DR, SEIDL: I con't know whether the General Secretary, from whom I 


received this interrogatory, has supplica copies for the Hich Tribunal. 


PRESIDEN: Well, you had better go on then. 
SEIDL: Before answering the first question, the witness mace afew 
preliminary remarks which are as follows: 

"I would like to say thet I had to termimte my activity in the Ausland 
Organization of the NSDJP, becouse of the flight to Enjlend of my brother 
Rudolph Hess, Deputy Fuchror. Therefore, my statements con be taken into 
consideration only until Moy 1941 and cover that period of time only. 

"Question 1: What were the tasks anc the aims of the Ausland organization 
of the NSDiP? 

"Answer: Tho purpose of the Ausland organization was the cultural, social, 
and economic care of Reich Germans in foreign countries, whcther they were 
Party members or not. The Ausland organization, in this sense, was to be a 
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comiecting link between foreign Germans and the home country, It wanted to 
foster love for their Fatherland, their former home, end to promote uncerstanding 
of the Fatherland as well as understmcing of the Germans at home, to have tho 
rost of the world know the problems that the Germans at hore hac to mect, The 
German broad, throuch his dignified demeanor in foreirn countries, was to mke 
himself »opuler there in order that he might be the best possible representative 
of his Fatherland. 

"Question 2: Who could become a nember of the Ausland organization? 

"Answers This questicn is not quite intelligible, A membership in the 
Ausland orgenization was ne n-cxistent. There was no such thing, Neither was 
there 2 membership in the Forcim Office of the Reich or in the Gau cf the NS DAP 
in the Reich itself, 

"Question 3. Is it correct that each membership card of the NSDAP hac 
the following principles zrintcd on it: 

of the country whose imest you are. Let the activities 
of the host country be carried on by the people who live there, and co not 
interfere, not even in conversation, !? 

"Answer: It is correct to say that the above basic -rinciple was printed 
on the cover of the membership corde If I am not creatly mistaken, underneath 
this there was the warning that one would be ex celled from the NSD.P if this 
principle were not obeyed, 

"Question 4: Did the Ausland orconization of the .NSDAP develop any 
activities witch micht lead one to believe there was Fifth Colum activit y? 


"/nswer: Fifth Colum is not 2 clear concept, uniformly uscd, In ceneral , 


one would probably mean a secret activity of the nature of sabotage, and 


accarcing to its basic ,rinciple, the Ausland organization culd not have any 
-uch thine as its activity. I remember that the word 'Fifth Column! appeared in 
the forein ress, md it was considered that was done os 3 basis for anti- 
Fascist -ropacmda, and it created quite a furore, 

state could conceive the thousht that 2 world famous 
orcenigation, which was opon in all its dealings, could be uscd a s a secret 
sorvice in the sense of a Fifth Colurn, I consider it a mattor of course that 
this r that Gorman abroad had secret missions or services to perform, such 
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was never the giver of such instructions nor the intermeciary for them, 
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"Question 5, What kind of instructions anc principles did the Deputy of 
the Fuehrer give to the Auslond orgenization covering its activity? 

"Answer The directives ancbasic principles laid down by the Deputy of the 
Fuchrer for the activity of the Auslond aganization are those mentioned in my 
answers to questions 1 anc 3, There wcs specinlumphasis, again and again, in 


strict directives and instructions, that they were not to do anything which might 


damage the host countries or anything which might be considered on interference 


in their internal affcirs, 


"His basic principle in this direction was that National Sccialism was a 
purely German movement, that it was not mm export article which one would want to 
force on other countries, 

"Question 6: Did the Deputy of the Fuchrer sive the Ausland organization 
any directives or orcers which might activate them to Fifth Colum activity? 

"Answer: The Deputy of the Fuchrer not only never gave ony such orders 
or instructions, but, 2s already established in the answer to Question 5, laid 
down basic principles which wuld prohibit any activitics of that sort, 

"Question 7: Is this correct, that on the contrary, the De uty of the 
Fuchrer was always concerned that uncer any and all conditions interference 


with the internal affairs of the host cauntry should not teke place? 
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"Answers I ccn repeat only that it was the chief task of the Deputy of 
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the Fuechrer to develop the activity of the Ausland organization abroad in such 

so that uncer any and all circumst-nees any interference with the intorml 
affairs of the hos t country would not toke place ənd the few insicnifi cant 
offenses or infractions which took place because there were severcl million 
Gerrans abroad and a few offenses were inevitable and steps were taken to 
prosecute. 

"Question &: Uhat were the tasks snd the aims of the Volksbund fuer das 
Deutschtum im Ausland (Association for Germanism Abro7d)? 

"Answer: The Volksbunc fuer das Deutschtum im Ausland was interested in 
teking care of the Volksdoutche culturslly, Volksdceutsche are racial Germans 
who voluntarily renounced their German citizenship either voluntarily or through 
logol means ard hac taken over citizenship in another state, such as, for 
instance, citizenship in America, Hungary or other countrics, 


"Question 9: Di: the Volksbund fucr das Deutschtum im Ausland » that is 


before the 10th of May of 1941, develop ony activity which micht have civan it 


the appearanec of a !fifth colum! agency? 

"Answer: I must state in this connection that the activity of the Ausland 
organization did not have ony connection with the Volksbunc fuer das Deutscht um 
im Aisland, so I have no wy of judging. But I consider it entirely out of the 
question that my brother charred the Volksbund with fifth colum activities in 
any way or manner whatsoever, It would anvebem possible neither in his capacity 
as Deputy of the Fuchrer nor with his personal views as to the activity of the 
Volksbund im Ausland, 

The tenth and last question, 

"What kind of directives ond instructions did the Deputy of the Fuechrer 
cive as to the activity of this Bina? 

"Answer: Directives end so forth which my brother gave to this Bund are 
unknown to me for, as I have already st: ,of, my activity in the Ausland 
organization was in no way connected witt V.D. LA. (Volksbund fuer das Deutschtum 
im Ausland), 

"(Simed) Alfred Hess; attest¢d to on the 9th of March 1946," 

The witness Alfred Hess wag questioned and cross-examined in connection with 


this interrogatory, I assumethot the Prosecution has submitted the result of the 
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cro sseoxamination or will wish to do so but if this eross-cx-mination has not been 
translated, it might perhaps be practicable if it could be read and trensi-ted 
richt now, 
UR, DODD; If it please the Tribunzl, we have received the cross- 
interrogatories but I suggest respectfully, rather than take the time to read 
them, we offer them and if the Court will permit us, have them translated into 


the fow languages, It will t-ke about ten minutes or so to read them ond we are 


not intcrested in doing it unless the Tribunal feels that we should, 


THE PRESIDENT: Yes, certainly, ix, Dodd, 


DR. IDL; Myr. Presidert, anc gc tlemen, I do not know whether the 
affidavit of Ambassador Gauss submitted by me yesterday has bem translated and 
whether you have received these translations, Yestercay afternoon I sve a 


copy to the Information Office anc sinc: that time have not heard from them, 


THE HtESIDENT: W usd the Prosecu:..on inform the Tribunal what the position 


SIR DAVID LiAXWEIL-F\FE: Hy Lord, the Prosecution have not had a copy of 
this affidavit yet so we do not know what isin it, I suggest that perhaps 
Dr, Seidl could postpone the reading of that until we have had a chance of 
considering it, 

THE MESIDENT; Yes, I am afraid that must be postponed, 

DR. SEIDL; Yes, 

Now I turn to Volume 3 of the document book, 

If it please the Tribunal, this v.iume of the document book contains, in 
substance, utterances and qwtations taken from books and speeches of foreigm 
statesmen, ciplomats and economic experts, tracing the beginnings end crigim 
of Versaille, the contents of the Treaty of Versaille and the territorial 
chenges brought about by the Treaty of Versaille, such as the question of the 
Polish Corridor and above all the disastcrous economic consequences which this 
treat? brought to Germany anc to the rest of the world, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Sir David? 

SIR DAVID iiiXWELL-FIFE: My Lord, I have read the documents in this book 
and I should like just to sgy one or tw wrds about them, 

They are opinions expressed by a great variety of gentlemen, including 
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DR. SEIDL: Mre President, may I -= 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will hear you in a moment, 

Perhaps it would be better to hear what you wish to say now, 

Do you think the sug*estion ma y Sir David liaxwell Fyfe would be one which 
would be acceptable to you? 

DR SEIDL: Mr. President, at first glance the sue-cestion of Sir David 
seems to be very reasonable, but I do not believe I should say that if the 
matter is treated in that way creat difficulties will arise for the defense. 

arguments for the probative value, which in théir nature will be used 
and heard in the course of this proccedins, will be usec in the final specch 
of the defense, and this would mean that the defense counsel in 
Specch again and again will be interrupteds that he will h 
the probative value of his quotation; that perhaps whole parts 
will fall by the wayside in that manner, and that in that way the danger will 
arise that the cohesion of his specch will be broken completely. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Sir David. 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: My Lord at i canger which every advocate 
has meet, that cer of hi cech may not be deemed revelant, 
but I thought that that might be a helpful way out. But if that is not acce pted 
then the Prosecution must respectfully but very strongly submit that the issues 

terms of the Treaty of Versailles are not relevant to this Tribunal, 
I have already argued. that and I do not wan 2 develop it at great length, I 
do want to make it clear that these questions which are raised 1 by Sna quotation 
here wore, of course, the subject of political cortrovi rey in pra: ii cally 
every country in Europe ani different opinions wero expressed as wo the right- 


ness and the practicality of the provisions, especi 7 She cconmriec orovi- 


sions of the Treaty of Versailles. I am not disputins that that wes n matter 


of controversy, but I an saying that it is not a ntroversy that should 
before this Tribunal, I myself have read practically ali the quotations from 
the Envlish statesmen here as a politician over the past years, and I am sure 
many people in this court must have taken ono view or the ther, but that is 
not a relevant issue to this Tribunal and, of course, especially is it wrong 


in ny view to put forward as evidential matters opinions expressc by one side 
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in the controversy, Every one of these speeches, as far as the writtings were 
in English, was cither preceded by matters which they were to reply or was 
followed by a reply, and I should think the same applics to those of Senator 
Bora and tho United States, 
iiy second point is that these are not really evidential matters, that is 
for arcument, and it will have to be decided at some timc what is the convenient 
time as a matter for the Tribunal as to whether this is a relevant issuc,. That 
was why I put forward this sus-estion, that it was better to decide it when the 
whole of the true evidence of fact had been put before the Tribunal, But, apart 
fron my suggestion, I do want to make quite clear that that is a matter of 
relevance, The Prosecution unitedly submit that the rightness or practicality 
of the provisions of the Treaty of “ersailles is not a relevant matter. I want 
to distincuish between the two arsunents, another arzumcnt has been acunbrated 
by Dr, Stahmer as to the actual terms of the preamble to the military clauses, 
That is quite a different point which we can discuss when, as | understand, 
certain propositions of law are to be put forward by one of the defe counsel 
on behalf of the defense, But, as I say, the rightness and practicallity of 
the Treaty and especially the economic clauses is a subject cf cnormous con- 
troversy on which there are literally thousands of Jiffcrent opini-ns from one 
shade to the other, and I submit it is not an issue béfcre this court and, 
secondly, I submit this is not evi:lence, tt is not evilential matter, even if 
that was an issue. 

DR. SEIDL: lay I perhaps reply bricfly? 

THE PRESIDENT: Then, Sir David, would your proposition involve that Dr, 
Peidl could not quote from any of thes. cocunents? 

SIR DAVID WAXYELL FYFE: Certainly, yes, if on my premise that is an 
irrelevant matter he could note 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, they are not admissible, 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: They are not adnissible, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. 

SIR DAVID MAXELL FYFE; My oricinal succestion was, of coursem leaving 

the discussion of whether they arc admissible to all the evidence that had 


beon filed, but if it has not been accepted, I submit bluntly, if I may use 
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e word with all respect, that they are not admissible, 
PRESIDENT: Now, Dr, Seidl. 
Lay I reply bricfly, iir. President? 
tRESIDENT: Yese 
SLIDL: Mr, President, it would be a misunierstandin: or a confusion 
of intentions if one were to assunc that with the submission of this document 
I would like to prove whether the Treaty of Vorsailles is a picce of statesman- 
like wisdom, I am not concerned with thate With the submission of these documents 
I would like to prove and would like to discuss first of all 
at the conclusion of this Treaty, that is in the preliminary 
call your attention to the Fourtcen Points laid down by Presid 
to discuss whether they in part cormitted an infraction of the general 
tions of the Treaty and whsther a culpa incomprahenda is to be under the 
cussion here or is to be assumed here 
Point 2, The submission of these documents Should show whether the oppo- 
sition compliel with the obli-ation of the caty which were laid down for thon 
so that we ca ish dnd vi he pos ility to the Tribunal of establishine 
which consequences in right Germany could cather or draw, 

Point 3. The Treaty of Versailles and its infractions by the defendant 
will take a contral point and is tho nucleus of Point i with reforonee to the 
idea of conspiracy. *he Prosecution in replyint to a question of the Trib 
as to what period of tine is to b e determining factor as to the besinning 
of the conspiracy has said that it applics with the year 1923, 

Point le The Prosecution == i 

THE PRESIDENT: I have not the least idea what you meant by the last point, 

what you said in the last point in the least, 
ranted to say that in the berinnin: of the conspiracy the 
srsailles played a decisive part according to the Prosecution and 
that the ori in of this Treaty has to be put in some connection of ori in with 
the assertion of the conspiracy before we can talk about somethin contrary 
to law and cuilt, Facts have to be established which help to bring about the 
assertion made by the Prosecution with respect to a conspiracy, 


Point 4. The Prosecution has proof or evidence of tho comprehensive nature 
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, 
The trosecution has submitted this to show the development of the NSDAP. any 


locument books were submitted to the Court to prove the increase nembership 

to show tho increase of everything that took placc, Now, if this evidence was 

relevant, it is my assertion anc my opinion that even those circumstances and 

those facts must be relevant in sceing the whole picture, those facts which 
position of the Party to rise and flourish, 

It is your contention that the opinion of a journalist 
after the Treaty of Versaj was made, stating that in his opinion the Treaty 
of Yorsailles was unjust to Germany, would be ađnissible cither for tho inter- 
pretation of the Treaty or for other purpose with’ which this Tribunal is con- 
cerned? 

DR. SEIDL: lr. President, I admit that, of courso the particular opinion 

a forcicn journalist here or there rust be a relevant docunent for evictence, 
ish to assert that the opinion of State Secretary Lansin: about the 
arising of the Treaty of Versailles and its connection with the history prior 
revelant for evitence, What matcrial evidence is tc be given is a ques- 
tion which cannot be decide? aù this point. This question will 
the Tribunal when tho completo cvidence has been 
state further that the opinion of a chairman of the con 
f the 
about its ramifications, about its after offer concerning the conspiracy 
which was to be contrary to the T caty of Versailles, as stated by the Prose- 
cution can pring 
the uttcrances quite? in the Jdscwic 

I woul? like to call your attention to Gustav Kassel anl to Heinz, 
was the official financial advisor to the Britis} Governnent 
of other people, 

THE PRESIDENT: It is your contention that because of the provisions of 
the Versailles Treaty or because of an infraction of those provisions by the 
Signatory powers, Germany was justified in makinz an azvressivo war? 

SEIDL: I cannot speak on that point decisively. As lon: as I have 
not secon the cvilence of the other ‘efenlants, I cannot answer that conclusively 


and finally, but I do assert that in tho infraction of the Treaty of Versailles 


Y 
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natory powers in certain senses the Germans 
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THE PRESIDENT: One more questi- IT should like to ask you: Are you 
saying that the “ourteen Points which were laid dom by President Wilson 
are admissible evidence to construe the written document of the Versailles 
Treaty? 

DRe SEIDL: I do not say that the Fourteen Points of Wilson, per sc, 
arc admissible cvidence.e I do assert, on the other hand, that the connection 
between the Fourtcen Points of Wilson with the Treaty of Yersailles and the 
contreciction which results therefrom are significant for the conspiracy which 
the Prosccution is charvinge 

THE PLESIDEN Then are you saying that the Versailles Treaty, in so 
far as it Ceparted from the Fourteen Points, was an unjust treaty? 


Re SEIDL: ‘re President, whether the treaty was just or not, whether 
it was unjust or not, that is a point which I do not wish to prove with this 
document at all. Whether it was unjust or not is in my opinion a fact which 
perhays is beyond the scope of this procceding. I do assert, however, that 
the Troaty of Versailles, at least in many of its terms, did not bring that 
which the victorious states themselves expected of ite 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you wish to add anything more, Dre Seidl? 

DR. SEIDL: Not at this point, your Honore 

(Sir David Maxwell-Ffyfe approached the lecterne) 

THE PRESTDENT: Sir David, will you give way for a momente 

(Dre Dix wns approaching the lectorn.) 

DR. DIX: Since we are concecrndd with a completely practical question 
which was raised for debate through Sir David, and since the Defense must 
always count on the possibility that the Tribunal even at this point will 
reach a decision on the question whether and how far such documentary 
material as’ thc one we are discussing now may be produced and submitted, 

I consider myself duty-bound to add to the explanation of my colleague, 
Dre Seidl, with whom I agree, to say just a few concluding words. 

I would like to roply to the very precise question of your Lordship 
which started, "Do you consider it relevant?" I believe -- and I will 
dispense with repetition -- that a very vital point as far as relevance 


is concerned has not been pointed out previously, and that is the subjective 
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aspect, that is the reb vance of evidence for research into the subject at 
hand, that is, the inner side. 

If perhaps one of the Defendants committed an act which considered 
purcly objectively was an infraction of the Treaty of Versailles, then as far 


as criminal code is concerned and looking at it from the subjective view, 


it is of the utmost significance that we consider the cpinion of reasonable 


and just and educated men of all nations, an attitude and through an opinion, 
vhich is not motivated by a view which was not only his ow idea, but which 
agrecs with the men of other nations, which fought against Germany in the 
years 1914-1918. In order to come to the concrete rather than the abstract 


I would like to cite an example: 


à Defendant is in favor of rearmament but not for an a 
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cessive ware 
I will not touch that questione But he considers that roarnamontis 
justified, perhaps because the terms of the Treaty were not kept by the 
other side or perhaps through other acts the terms of the Treaty shovld be 
considered obsolete. In ry cpinion it is of decisive relevancy as evidence 
whether this defendant =- whether his opinion out of which his acts may be 
explained, whether he is alone in all the world with his opinion or whether 
this opinion which guided his action is represented by other men who are 
to be taken sericusly and who belonged to a nation different from Germany =-=- 
even those who in the years 191-18 stood on the other side and were 
opponents of Germany at that time. 

Rearmament according to the idea of the Prosecution is not a crime 
as such but is used by the Prosecution only as a charge fo > proving of 
crines in that it led to an aggressive ware If a Defendant can prove that 
because of clean and decent views, the views whi as I have said before 
were held by men of other nations, and if this Defendant acted accordingly, 
in all pure conscience as far as international right and intcrnaticnal morals 
are concerned, rather than the necds of his own country, if he acted that way, 
then along with his utterances, spseches, his views, we should consider the 
subjective aspect not only relevant but of decisive importance, and this is 
the view which I would like to recommend to the High Tribunal when it cones 


to the decision of the point at issue4 
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As to the discussion which Sir David just referred to, as far as the 
practical aspect of the case is concerned, I must agree with Sir David -- 
and I am speaking for myself only -- that decision on this question be 
postponed until a later time, 

As far as I am concerned I will accept the disadvantages as recognized 
by Dre Seidl, because advantages wil] accrue, for if the Tribunal will decide 
then on those questions it will have a much larger view of the relevant 
material for the decision of this question, md which at this point I am not 
in a position to treat comprehensively and exhaustively. 

I am not trying to make a comprehensive speech but just treat with one 
aspect of this matter. 

DR. HORN (Counsel for the Defendant von Ribbentrop): 

I should like to add a few remarks to those made by Dre Dixe I request 
the High Tribunal -- 

THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal would like to know how many of the 
Defendants! Counsel think that they are entitled to address the Tribunale 
If Dre Horn wishes to add such arguments, the Tribunal are prepared to hear 
them, but not prepared to hear all the Defendants! Counsel upon points 


such as this, at this stagee Do any of the others wish to speak? 


the tribunal will decide now whether they will hear any more or note 
J J 
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It is understood, then, that Dr, ù alone will address a short 
argument to the Tribunal? If it is not, then the Tribunal will decide whether 
hey wiil hear any more argument upon the subject. 

DR. HORN: Mre President, I cannot step up before my colleagues. I 
would just like to make a few remarks =- 

THE PRESIDENT: Consult your colleagues, then. 

DR. HORN: If you wish a Cecision on this questicn, I must speak to my 
colleagues beforehand, 

(DOr. Horn here c nsultec with a number off Defendants! Counsel) 

I would like to add a preliminary remark to what was just saic to me by 
my colleagues. As far as this ‘ecision is concerned, the representative 
of the organizsticn is especially interested in this pointe For myself 
personally I would like to make the following remarks: The Prosecution <= 

Tak FRuSIDENT: I asked you to consult the other Defendants! Counsel and 
ascertain whether they were willing that you should be heard, and you alone, 
That is the -nly terms on which I am prepared to hear youe 

(Dre Horn again consulted with his colleagues). 

DR. HORN: Yes, Mr, President, my coileagues are agreed that I shall 
make the last explanation on this point. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well. Go one 

DRe HORN: There is no coubt that the Prosecution as far as vital 
questions are concerned is referring tc infractions of the Versailles Treaty, 
for the judgment of tre infractions of the treaty. In my Opinion, it is 
absolutely imoortant to submit those facts which would deal with the treatment 
of the infracticn as a right. There is no doubt that this treaty was sicned 
under duress, There is no doubt that the Treaty of Versailles was concluded 
under duress and therefore it seems to be the well-known international law 


that these treaties wer: inacequate in many ways and leave much to be desired, 


The fact which would serve for proving the legality must be shown, 
4 further question is that -» if I understood Sir David correctly p= 
of the question of the polemic treatment of the legal, economic and other 


conferences of the treaty. 
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I did not wish to discuss this point, but I would like to ask that my 
first request be granted, that the legal documentary facts be submitted which 
would show the legal value of Versailles. 

SIR DAVID MiAXWELL-FYFE: May it please the Tribunal, if I might deal first 
with the arzument which Dr. Dix has put forward, as I understood his first 
main proposition, it was this: 

That if the Defendant has committed an act which is an infraction of the 
treaty and can show that in the opinion of reasonable and just and educated 
men in the states who were the other parties to the treaty, the treaty was so 
bad that an infraction was justifiable, that is a permissible argumente 

I submit that =- with great respect to Dr. Dix -=-= this is an unsound 
argument, and baseless, from any principle either of law cr materiality. 

Once it is admitted that there is a treaty and that an infraction is committed, 
and it follows from the example which Dr, Dix was Cealing with, that these 

are the conceited facts, it is no answer to say that a number of admirable 
people in the countries which were parties to the treaty believed that its 
terms were wrong. The treaty is there and the person wh: knowingly makes an 
infraction is breaking the treaty, however strong is his supporte 

In ris second point Dr. Dix moved to quite different groundse He said 
that this evidence might be relevant in the special reference to the que stion 
of rearmament because it might show that the treaty was considered obsoletes 
Now, it is a rare but nonetheless existing doctrine of international law 
that treaties, usually mincr treaties, can be abrogated by the conduct of 
the contracting parties. I wouldn't contest that you can't get examples of 
that, although they are very rare and generally deal with minor matters. But 
this evidence wiich is before the Tribunal at the moment is not directed to 
that point at all, This is, in the main, contemporary polemic evidence 
saying that certain aspects of the treaty were bad, either from political 
stancards cr economic standards, That is a totally different argument from 
the one which Dr. Dix put forward and which is one which if it came up would 
have to be facec, that a treaty has become chsolete or that the breaches have 


been condoned and that therefore the terms have really ceased to exist. 


My answer to that is that this evidence is not directed to that point at all 
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Now, if Dr, Dix will forgive me -= and I am sure the fault was mine -= 
I don't quite appreciate what he calls his subjective argument. But in so 


far as I did appreciate it, there seems to be very good answer =- that if he 


seeks to suggest that a Defendant's guilt may be less because he, the 


Defendant, believed the treaty was bad, that is essentially a matter which 


can be judged by the Tribunal who will hear that Defendant and appreciate and 
evaluate his point of view. It really doesn't help in deciding whether the 
Defendant Hess acted because he thought the Treaty of Versailles was a bad 
treaty, to know what the editor of The Observer, which is a Sunday paper in 
England, expressed as his views scne twenty years ago, or what the Manchester 
Guardian or indeed == with all respect to them -- what distinguished statesmen 
have said in writing their reminiscences years after a matter cecurg The 
subjective point is an important point in deciding on evidence, The 
sub jective point can be answered by the Defendant himself, in the view of the 
Tribunal, 

Now, Dre Horn has opened up a much wider questicn, and one which I submit 


is entirely irrelevant and beyond the scope of these proceedings, 
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He wishes the Tribunal to try whether the Treaty of Versailles was 
signed under duress Yell, that, of course, would involve the whole csn- 
sideration of the government of the German Republic, the position of the 
plenipcotentiaries, and the legal position of the persons wh: negotiated 
the Treaty. 

answer to that is that this Tribunal is ecncerned with certain 
quite clearly stated offenses, which are fully particularized and which 
occurred in the dates that are stated in the Indictment, and all the 
evicence that is given as to the actions of the pre-Nazi German -overnment , 
end, indeed, the Nazi government themselves shows that fcr years Versailles 
was accepted as the legal and actual basis on which they must work, and 
various different mthods were adopted in order to try to secure chances 
of the Treaty, and I need not go into with the Tribunal the whole frame- 
work of the Locarno Treaties recognizing Versailles which were signed 
in 1925 and which were treated as existing and in operation by the Nazi 
governnent itself. 

With that, these actual facts, it would, in my Submission, be com- 
pletely remote, irrelevant and contrary to the terms of the Charter for 
this Trisunsl to go into an inquiry as to whether the Treaty of Versailles 
was signed under duress. 

As I gathered, Dr. Horn was not so interested in the economic 
clauses and their richtness or wroneness, but I should respectfully remind 


the Tribunal that is a matter which is before them at the moment -= that 


here we have, as I pointed out before, and I do nct want to repeat myself, 


a number of opinions expressed by people of varying eminence and with 
varying degrees of resĻonsibility at the time that they expressed them, 

but I doe—while strongly maintrining the position which I have ene 

Ceavored to express with regard to the Treaty--I co equally impress my 
second point: That to accept as matters of evidence statements which 

in the main are made from a political standpoint, either in answer to 

an attack or in making an attack with a background of the politics of 

the state in which they occurred, is Simply a misuse of the term "evidence". 


That is not evidence of any kind, and I equally -- nit equally because the 
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Tribunal, but I also suggest that to tender in evidence matter of that 
kind is a misuse of the term "evidence"; that they are matters of argument 
which an advocate may adopt if the argument is a relevant one, but 
they should not be received in evicence by the Tribunal for that reason. 

THE TRIBUNAL: (Mre Biddle) Sir David, is there anything in the 
Versailles Treaty that either calls for disarmament by the signatories 
other than Germany or which looks to such disarment, and, if there is, 
could you sive us the reference to it? 

SIR DAVIN MAX; FYFE: Yes, it is the preamble to the military clauses. 
That is the point that is usually relied on. It is about four lines 
at the bezinning of the military clauses, and that, in quite ¿eneral terms, 
locks to a -eneral disarmament after Germany has disarned, and of course, 
the position was that =- I think I have the Cates right -- the disarmament 

de Thether, in view of the evidence in this case, it should 

have been accepted does not matters it was accepted in 1927. After that, 
you my rememver, there were a number of disarmament conferences which 
examined that question, and eventually in 1933 Germany left the then 
existing disarmament conference. 

Now, I am trying to he onj to not want to put the 


Prosecution view cr the Defense view position. 


MRe BITMLE: I am not quite clear, when you saig "accepted", you meant 
the extent of the disarmament calle? fo ad been accepted by Germany? 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE Yes, that Germany's response to the demand 
of Versailles was accepted by the Allies in 1927, and the cisarmament com 
mission which had been in Germany then left Germany, under, I think, a 
French General Nenoue. 
SITWLE: Then, what I understand you to argue is that n thing 
din this folder has anything to co with the 
TLVIN MAXWELL 
BIN LE: That i 
SIR DAVIN MAXWELL FYFE: It is not on that issue. I mean we will deal 
with that issue when we come to it. I rather thou,,ht from some words that 


Dre Stahmer dropped that that would be one of the points 
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meet in the general argument on law which will be presented, which the 


Defense Counsel have -= 


DR. SEINE: (Counsel for Defendant Hess) I believe that Sir David 


is guilty of a small error, In book three of the document books for 

the Defendant Hess, there are a nuiber of citations from foreign states- 
men that refer to this military preamble in the Versailles Treaty -and 

in which it is stated that Germany had fulfilled its »ligations in the 
Versailles Treaty but that there were reciptocal obligations that were 
not fulfilled. 

SIR DAVIN WAX! ELL FYFE: m so I did not remember anye I 
have read it throuch, and there may be some collateral matters cealing 
with that, but --and I do not think that I am doing Dre Seicle's great 
incustry in collecting these matters an injustice in saying that if they 
15 exist they are collateral and the main point of this is on attack on 
the political and economic clauses of the Treaty. I hope that I have 
done him justicee I meant toe That is the impression mace on Mee 

THE iKESINENT: The Tribunal wil 


(4 recess was taken until 1400) 
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evidence to put in at this point. 

THE PRESIDEN: Thank youe 

Then the Tribunal will now deal with the case against the defendant 
Ribbentrope 

DRe HORN: Dr. Horn, on behalf of the defendant Ribbentrope 

Your Lordship, ‘ay client, Joachim von Ribbentrop, has charged me at the 
beginning of the evidence to make the following statement for him: 

"is Foreign Minister ‘or the Reich, I had to carry throuch the forcign 
political directives and principles cf Adolf Hitler. For the forcign politica] 
deeds which I carrie? through, I accept full responsibility." 

THE PRES.DENT: Dr. Horn, I thought defendants! counsel know that the 
rule which we have laid down is that at this stage no speeches shall be made, 
but that the evidence should be called, the oral evidence should be called, 
and the documents should be briefly referred to and offered in evidencce 
Dic you not understand that? 

DRe HORN: I did not know, Mre President, that I might not make an 
explanatory statement on behalf of ny clicnte 

THE PRESIDINT: Well, the Tribunal has laid down on several occasions, 
I think verbally and certainly once in writing, that no speeches can be mace 
now, but that speeches can be made at the time laid down in the Chartere 

> present opportunity is for all evidence to be given and for documents 
tc be offered in evidence, with such explanatory observations upon the 
documents as may be necessarye 

DR. HORN: The former Foreign Minister for the Reich, Joachim von 
Ribbentrop, is, according to the Prosecution and the Indictment, according 
to the trial bricf of tho British delegation and the verbally presented 
charges, accused of all items contained in paragraph 6 of the statute and 
the crimes cnumerated therein. 


Sir Dav’ à Mexwell-Fyfe, in the session of the International Military 


Tribunal of tl- 8th of January 1946, charged my client with crimes as follows: 


p 


First, the using of his offices and of his personal influence and close 
3 & 


connections vick Hitler to facilitate the taking over of power through the 


(rr 
tof 


a 6 Seen ee 
\P and th. preparation of war, 


Two, participation in the political planning -= 
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(Interposing) Drs Horn, arc you making a speech or 


THE PRISIDENT : 
what arc you doing? 
DRe HOIN: I am just enumcrating on one page how 


I would like to arrange my cvidence =- 


No, Mr. Presidente 


THE PRESIDENT: Very welle 

DR, HORN; «and I request that I may carry this scheme throughe 
Point two, Sir David mentioned the participation in the political 

planning and proparation of the National Socialist conspiracy for aggressive 


egainst International treaties 


wor and the war eg 
He, according to the Prosecution, carries the responsibility for the 


execution of the plans of the forcign politics as planned by the political 


conspiracye 
Three, the participation and approval of war crimes and crimes against 


ecially crimes against persons and property in occupied countries, 


» esp 
defendant von Ribbentrop has declared himself not guilty on all 


nerate him from these charges, I will begin with my 


ccuntsSe In order to exo 
of evidence. 


presentation o icc 
of his statement quoted from USA 


The Prosecutor at the 
document PS§=2829, anc said that the defendant von 
’ 3 


Exhibit Number 5 


Ribbentrop was an 
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SS Oberzrup_enfuehrer. The Frosecutor asserted that this rank was not an 
honorary cnee On the contrary, the defendant asserts that this rank, which 
was bestowed upon him by Hitler, of an SS Gruppen and later Obergruppen- 
fuehrer, was granted him only on an honorary basis, for Hitler wished 
that the members of the Government t official functions would appear 

in uniform, and the rank of an SS Gruprenfuehrer was in keeping with 

the official position of the defen te 

The defendant did not take pari in the SS, nor did he lead an SS 
unite Neither did he have any mili ry training which would be in keeping 
with a high military rank of any suca nature, and for that point I would 
like to use the defendant himself as a witness. 

The i rosecution asserted that v Ribbentrop after the taking over 
of power for a short period of time was acviser of the Farty in foreign 
political matters. This assertion ; contradicted through the document 
FS-2629, and this document is conta’ ned in the document booke I will 
read Point 3 where it says "Foreign policy collaborator to the Fuehrer, 
from 1933 to 1938." I am quoting f.m the first document of the document 
book, Ribbentrop, Number ls Then .n the years 1933 to 1938 was only 
Hitler's adviser in foreign politic 1 questions." 

The Frosecutor claimed with re >rence to document Del72, GB=130-- 
this is cocument number 2 in the à ment Sook, Ribsentrope We are cone 
cerned with an excerpt from the Arc ives for Comnunist affairs, that the 
defendant even before 1932 worked > the NSPA: since he hac entered the 
iarty service after 1930. The Frosi cution is stating the argument on 
paragrayh 2, which says: 

mith reference to his foreign contracts, he arranged new connections 
with England and France, which hey „ince 1930 in the service of the NSDAF, 
had known how to expands" 

This claim is not correct. The defendant has up until 1932 no member 
of a political party in Germany and not of the NSDAI. As far as his 
political views were concerned, he lsared toward the German Volkspartei. 
That was the party of Strebema. . 

In the year 1932 the defendant met Hitler personally. His views on 
political matters of an internal and external nature -- 


THE iRESINENT; (Interposing) Dr. Horn, I don't want to interru; 


Ih 


t 
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you on this, but I don't understand what you are doing nowe You seem 
to me to be stating a part of the evidence which presumably the defendant 
von Ribbentrop will give, and, if so, when he gives it it will be 
cumulative to your statement. 

Alsey you seem to be referring to documents which have been produced 
by the Prosecution an? answering them yourself. Well, that isn't what 
the Tribunal desires at this stave, It quite understands that at the 
appropriate time you will make whatever argument you think right with 
reference to the evidence which has been brought forward on behalf of 
von Ribbentrope But, as I have alisacdy said, I thought quite clearly, 
what the Tribunal wants done now is to hear all the evidence on behalf of 
von Ribbentrop anc tc have offered in evidence the documents upon which 
you will rely, with any short explanatory statement as to the meaning of 
the documente And if there is any part of a document which has been pro- 
duced by the Prosecution but not cited by them which you think it necessary 
to refer to as explanatory of the part of the document which has been 
used by them, then you are at liberty to offer in evicence that part of 
the document with any short explanatory words that you wishe But I 


don't uncerstan’ what you are coing now except making a speeche 


i001 





26 uAR=iPIA 1 HIM UM TI 
H0093 - 0028 


- 002 


DR. HORN: Mir, President, I was using the evidence which I wish to present 


g 


against the claims of the prosecution, i.r, according to my information and 
according to my proof and documents, ther are nct true as to fact. As far as 
the establishment of point one of what Li. President just discussed, I would like 
to state that the health of the Defendsnt von Ribbentrop is quite poor at 
present. This mrning, his medical adviser told ne thot von Ribbentrop has 
vasomotor cifficulties which pgrevent hia from speaking ond I wanted to present 
this cvicence mysclf, to show the position of the Defendant to the high 
Tribunal. I do not know whether the defendant, becouse of his current state 
of health as far as the inadequacy of speoch is conearncd, could mke these 
explenstions as briefly as I mysolf coulc make thom. Then, when the defendant 
is in the box, he can confirm theso stataionts under oath, 

THE FRESIDENT: If the Defendant von Ribbentrop is too ill to give 
evidence today, then he must give evidaice on some future occasion. If you cot 
any oral witnesses to call other than the Defondant Ribbentrop, then they can 
Give eviccnee today; anc with referenco to the documentary evidence » itis 
perfectly simple for you to offer those documents in evidence in the way that 
it was cone by Dr, Stahmer, in the way thot it was cone by Dr, Seidl, and in the 
way in which the Tribunal have oxolained over and over again. 

DR. HOW: Mre Prosidont, I had intended to submit coewmcnts ond inter on 
to call my witnesses, As for as von Ribbentrop is eoncerred, I would like to 
state that his state of health has not bocon improved and I do not know whet ker 
at the enc of the presontation of ovicence, I will be in a position to summon 
the Defoncant Ribbentrop and I must deal with the possibility that I miht no 
be able to call him, I am concerned with just these few general points, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Horn, you can't give evicence at ony rato andif yu 
eon't coll von Ribbentrop, thon you must call some other witnesses who will vive 
the evidence which he wuld have tiven if it is possible to do sw, If, 
unfortunately, it is not possible to d so, then his case might suffer; but the 


Tribunal will jive every possible facility far his being called at any stage, 


If he is in fact ill, as you suggest, that heean'!t sive evicenee, then his 


evicence may be putover until the md c? the defondantts case s subject of 


course to a propsr mecical cortificate being produced, 
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DRe HORN: If The Court will wish to summon the defendant later » © will 
postpone his case with the request that if I ecnnot question hi, that is, 
cannot hear him in completeness == I would like to emphasize again, he is 
hoygred in his speech -- then he will be able to e-nfim or attest the evidence 
Pm witness. 

THE PRESIDENT: You may call my of tho witnesses. The Tribunal hasn't 

id dam that the Defendant must de called first. You have epplied for eight 
witnesses, I thnk, in addition to the defendant and y.u en call ony of them 
or you con deal with your cocumcnts but whichever yee co, yu must co it in the 
way the Tribunal has ordered. 

Di, HOW: Then, I would turn to the occupation of the Rhineland, On the 
27/2/1936, between the French Republic end the Soviet Union, 2 mutual acreenent 
was ratified between these tw countries and the content of this treaty was 
Cefinitely against the Locamo Treaty sad against international law. It was 
clearly pointed aginst Germany, At the samc time — 

TE sRESIDENT; You just səid that somethin or other is against 
intornati-ncl law Now, thet is not a reference tc eny Cdécuncnt which you are 
offering in evicence nor is it the :rocuction of oral evidenco, If you have got 
a document to offer, kindly offer it onc then make any neccessary oxplanatory 
remarks, 

DR, HORN: Then, I would like to refer to cocument No, l in Document Bok 
Rivbentro>, We are concerned with a memorandum of the German Government to the 
simatory powers of the Locarno Pact, of the 7th of March 1936, 

THE FRESIDENT: Which pace is that? 

Dre HORN: Decuinent book, page 6, As an explanatory note, I would like 
to adc that this memorandum was submitted to the si matry powers, for between 
the French Government anc the Soviet Union a treaty of mutual assistance had beer 
ratified and at the sare time, the German Foreim office received knowledge of 
a plen which the French General Staff had worked out -nd witch hac the idea that 
the French army was to advance according to the Main Lino s so that North and 


Southern Germany wuld be separated; then also to five — 


THE PRESIDINT: Dr, Horn, for the formality of the record, itis necessary 


to offer cach document in evidence and the Cocument should be given a number, 


You haven't yot offered any of these documents in eviconce or given any numbers, 


a HM IMUM 
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so far as I know, 
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DR. HOIN: Mr, President, I -ave the number s Ribbentrop Exhibit No, 1 r 
to this document and the nuber is in the upper righth-nd corner of the coc winen te 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 

De HOIN: And I ask, perhaps tc save ti ne, I wish to submit these 
documents as evidence, 

THE IRESIDENT: Very well; and in the order in which you quote then, 

DRe HORN: Yes, 

TE MESIDENT; They will be numbered that way., Very well, 

De HORN: As to the particulars just quoted abut the reasons for this 
memrondunm, to prove the just quoted Pact, regarding the conference of the 
Genoral Staff, I wish to call the Defendant von Neurath as a witness. I would 
like to questicn him when he is put on as a witness, In order to justify the 


German view, which is contained in this memorsndun and which consists in the 


fact thet the Locamo P:ct and the League of Neticns were considered infringed 


upon, I wuld like to refer to varo three of the document ənd wish to quote the 
i 3 4 i) q 
following: This is page eight of the document book, 

THE iMESIDENT: This docwuent Exhibit No, l, was it one of the documents 
for vhich you applied and which you were allowed in the applications? 

De HOIN: Yes, Mre President. This document is c neernec with excerpts 


from the cocuments of the German Politics s volume 4, Deutschen Politik s Volume 


4. That group of documents was Granted to me at the same timo the evidence bak 


RESIDENT: The Tribunal would like to see the original cocunent, 
lr, President, we are not in a position to jresent orisinal 

Cocunents, since the Foreim Office was confiscated by the victorious powers, 
inclucing the doecunent Se Thon I wuld like to Wve the power concerned =roduce 
tue original docurents, for we have no possibility of procucing these cocurents. 
We con only refer to groups or collections of cocuments, 

THE FRESIDENT: Where does the copy come from? 

Dt. HN: This copy, Mr, Presicent, is from the cocuments of the German 
Politics, volume 4, as it is show in the cocunent book which Mr, President has 
before him, Tho document will be found on page 123 of this group of docurents, 


‘. 
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May I add an explanatory remarke If the Court is interested in 
sceing the original, the collection which is up in the document room 
would have to be brought down. This ccllecti-n is in the German language 
and I do not believe that it would be cof any value to the High Tribunal. 

THE iiESINDENT: Yu see, Mre Horn, as a matter of formality and 
certainty, the Tribunal ought to have in its record every cocument which 
forms part -f the recor, whether it is an original cr whether it is a 
copy, and whatever the document is that is offered in evidence, it ought 
to be handed? in to the Tribunal and ker the Tribunale It ought to 
be offered in evidence and handed in to the General Secretary or his 
representative, and then the Tribunal has a full record of every document 
which is in evidence. 


But we can't trest documents such as this, which is a mere copy 


3 


ef the originaal document which ought to be cffered in evidences, If it 
is t the information center, then it is quite capable of being produced 
here e 

DRe HORN: Mre Fresicent, the Court decided some time ago that we 
are justified in copying documents and certifying the authenticity so that 
these documents may be submitted in evidence. Therefore, as far as the 
evidence that we have on hand is concerned, we compared the copies with 


the original and at the end cf the document we attested the authenticity 


of the copies. I certified it with my own signsturee This document is, 


I believe, in the hands of the Tribunal, with five copicsSe 
Yes, Mre Dodde 
D: We think that this might be helpful; We say that we are 

willing to aecept this quotation from the volume referred to, and I do 
think thet we cic put in some documents ourselves and ask the Court's 
inculgence at the time in somethings of the same fashion. 

I think the Court, if I may supwest respectfully, might take this 
cocument on that same sasise 

I have cnly conferred with Sir David, but I feel quite sure that our 

and Nussian colleagues will agree as well. 
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THE TRESINENT: I think, Mre Dodd, the point is -- and, of course, 
it is probably only a formal point -= that the only document which is offered 
in evidence or put in evidence is a copy which coesn't contain Ur. Horn's 
Signature and therefcre there is nothing to show that it is in fact a true 


copye Of course, if we had Lre Horn's signature, we should 


to accept that it was a true copy of the originale What we 


of course, is a mere mimeograph, I suppose, of some document which hasn't 
been produced to use 

MR. DODD: Very well, Your Honore I hadn't had an opportunity to 
examine it carefully. We didn't get this cocunent, by the way, until 
pretty late last nighte We have not had the usual period of time to 
examine it, but in any event, I have suggested it might go in and 
if Dr. Horn would verify it, as suggested by the Lord Justice and later 
furnish the original copy, it might be all richt. 

THE .RESIMENT: That would be all right, certainly. 

Dre Horn, you understand what I mean. If you will produce 

to us at some future čate the actual document which you signed yourself, 
to show tht it wa true copy, that will be quite satisfactory. 

Mre Fresident, in the entire document book there is no 
cocument which I have not signed in five copies anc given tc be translate 
Of course, I cannot sign 211 the translations. Each “ocument which is 
contained in your document book had my simmature in the German text, 

THE iRESIDENT: You mean that ycu have handed your cocuments in to 

your signature on the bottom saying it is 

a true extract, and you don't know where those documents are »ecause they 
have gone into the Translation Lepartment. That is richt, isn't it? 

ite HORN; Only partially, lire Tresicent. I know that I hanced 
these documents, in German, to the propor fice, and my signature was on 
the German text. That office sent them on to be translated. From the 
moment I cave the @ccument up I had no further control cover their where- 
abouts or their cisposit ione 

T woul’ like to point out that the document books which we used were 
only available in a single copy for the use of all attorneys and the same 


obtains now for our future worke Because of that, I cannot produce the 
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original since it is not my property. That can only mMppen with the 
agreement of the person in charge of the document book, Lte Shradere 
THE :riSIDENT: Dre Horn, if, in thefuture, you and the other defense 
counsel could get your document books ready in sufficient time, you could 
perhaps then make the arrangement that you hand the document book, when 
you were offering it, in evidence, and then it would te capable of being 
hanced to the officer of the Courte 
DRe HORN: Mr. iresident, I do not believe that that possibility 
would exist at all, for these documents of German politics == just to use 
the point at issue are availazle only in one copy at the disposal of 
all defense attorneyse cannot take these bocks away from my collearcues 
if they wish to continue working on them, and I cannot submit them to the 
High Tri-unal as evidence, I receive these bocks only to use them, and 
then I have to return the bookse 
THE iRESINENT: Yes, but you are putting in evidence now a certain 
extract from the book, and all the Tribunal wants is that that extract be 
certified, either by you or by some other person who can be trusted, as 
a correct extract from the book, and that document, sc signed, can be 
ve difficult to produce it at the moment because yu 
official or to somebody in the Translation 
epartment anc therefore you can't produce it, but it could be arranced 
that it shculc be produced in the future. I don't mean this articular 
other cefense counsel can produce their documents 
me other person of authority. 
has already been done, Mre Iresicent. Five document 
ac type wore handed to the Tribunal and they were all 
signede Five copies were handed ine 
THE ilGSIMENT: Yese Well, the rule of the Tribunal happens to be 


that they should be handed in in this court at the time that they are 


heing used, as well as their being handed in to somebody for the purpose 


of translation. That is the rulee 
haps we had better get on as we are taking up too much 
time over thise 
die HORNe I have just heard that the documents which I sicned are 


sent for from the General Secretary, so I will be able to sumit them 
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to the Tribunal sisned in German, 
THE sRESINENT: Very well. 


I would like to continues Regarding the legal consequences 


of thepact made between France and Russia in 1937, I would like to quote 


from page 3, thet is, page 8 of the document books: 

"Consequently, the real questicn is whether France by accepting treaty 
obligations has kept herself within those limits, as regards Germany, 
which were imposed on her by the Rhine pacte 

"This, however, the German government must deny. 

"The Rhine pact was supposed to achieve the goal of securing peace 
in Western Europe by having Germany on the one hand, and France anc Bel:ium 
on the other, renounce for all time the employment cof military force in 
their relations to each other. If, at the conclusion vf the pact, certain 
reservations to this renunciation of war, going beyond the risht 
‘efense, had been permitted, the political basis was, as is sencrally 
known, solely the fa hat France had already taken on certain pact 
obligations towards rolanc } whic e did not want to 


sacrifice to t c peace security in the Weste 
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Germany at that time resigned herself, with a clear conscience, to these 


restrictions of the renunciation of war. She did not bject to the treaties 


with Poland and Czechoslovakia, put cn the table of Lcearno by the representa- 


tive of France, but only with the self-understood presupposition that these 
treaties adopt themselves to the structure of the Rhine pact and not contain 
any provisions about execution of Article 16 of the Statute cf the League of 
Netions, as are provided for in the new French-Soviet agreements. This 
corresponded als« to the contents of this special agreements, which came to the 
knowledge of the German Government at that time. The excepticns permitted 

in the Rhine pact by all means are not expressly oriented towards Poland and 
Czechoslovakia, but were formulated in an abstract mannere But it was the 
sense of all negotiati ns concerning this matter to find a b 

the German-French renunciati-n of war and the cesire of France for maintaining 
her pact cbligaticns already in existence, If, therefore, France now uses 

the abstract formulation of war possibilities, permitted by the Rhine treaty, 
in order to conelude a new pact against Germany, a new pact with a well armed 
State, if she thus in such a decisive manner limits the application of the 
renunciation of war, agreed upon by her and Germany, and if she, by doing as 
So set forth above, does not even chserve the fixed formal juricical limits, 
then she has created thereby a completely new situation and has destroyed 

the political system of the Rhine pect as much in thecry as in practice," 

I will omit the next paragraph and will quote from paze 9 of the document 
book as follows}; 

"The German Goverment has always emphasized during the negotiation of 
recent years that it would maintain and carry cut the obligations resulting 
from the Rhine pact so long as the other partners to the treaty are willing 
on their part to adhere to this pact. his self-explanatory presuppcisiticn 
cannot any longer be regarded as fulfilled by France. France has replied to 
the friendly offers and friendly assurances, made again and again by Germany , 
with a military pact with the Sovict Union, directed exclusively against 
Germany and in violation cf the Rhine pact. Therefore the Rhine pact of 
Locarno lost its inner meaning and has ceased to exist in any practical sense. 


For that reason Germany on her part does not consider herself bound any lcnger 
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to this void pacte! 


Therefore Hitler hac the defendant Ribbentrop come to him in order to 
question him about this supposed position of England by a rececupaticn of 
Germany. 

THE FRESIDENT: You are reading from the document, are you not, Dre 
Horn? You began to tell us something about Hitler, 

DR. HORN: Yes, I interrupted in order tc bring in the role of Ritbentrop 
briefly. On the basis of this pact and the intention of the French Gens.al 
Staff, Hitler summoned the defendant Ribbentrep. 

THE PRESIDENT: We shall hear thet from von Ribbentrep, shall we nct? 

DR. HORN: Mr. President, we are permitted to tie in a few connecting 
words tc the cceuments, I can explain, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Colonel Pokrcvsky. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: As far as I uncerstend, the Tribunal has already 
explained to the defense that the defense can submit documents. However, 
Dre Hirn does not consider it necessary to stick to the dcscuments but 
deviates all the time, I have had the pportunity to notice just now that 
in the document which he has just citec as "Ribbentrop 1", there is complete 
absence of any reference t the plans cf the French General Staff, Among 
the cccuments which are in the book cf documents submitted by the defense 
I also could find no c-pies whatsoever referring to the French General Staff, 
That is quite incomprehensible. How is it that Dr. Horn appears to be 


informed with regard to the plans of the French General Staff? On what basis 


does he refer to these plans since they seem to be cmpletely absent from 


the documents whieh he refers? 

DR. HORN: Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: One minutee New, Dr. Horn, what you have just been 
telling the Tribunal then was not anything explanatory of the d&d cument, but 
you were telling us what Hitler did anc what the defendant Ribbentrop dic 
in Consequence >f what Hitler dic. That is not in evidence. You cannot tell 
us what is not in evidence, Yeu couic only give us explanatory remarks to 
make the document itself intelligible, 

DR. HORN: ir, President, the defendant von Ribbentrop is accused of 
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carrying on foreign political activities, The Prosecution has interpreted 
the foreign political activity according to their light and we were permitted 
not to give a speech but, in connection with the documents submitted, tto 
show cur view, which is opposite to that of the Prosecution, and in order to 
do that, I must refer to certain facts, documents and quctati.ns. I cannot 
give a complete picture if.I may just submit a document without giving a 
frame to this matter and show the c -urse of events as they took place, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Hern, the Tribunal is not expecting you to give a 
Complete picture at this stage, All you are doing atthe present moment is 
introducing the evidence, You are qoing to give the complete picture when 


you make your final speeeh, This document is perfeetly intelligible, I¢ 


is a doeument which is well known, but it is perfectly intelligible withsut 


telling us what Hitler or the defendant Ribbentrop did, 





eS N01 


DR. HORN: Mr. President, 2 little while ago, as far as the objection 
of the Russian prosecution is concerned, I asked forvon Neurath as a witness. 
I can only interrogatchim on this point only afta von Neurath is in the 
witness boxe But it scems to me thet I may refer to facts which aro 
evidence to the contrary. 

THE PRESIDENT: You SCG, that would be his function, If you are going 
to tell us what you think the defendant von Neurath is coing to say in 
answer to questions which you put to him that vould he naking an openings 
statements Well, that has not boon provided for by the Charter. We 
wait until you avestion von Neurath. 

DR. HORN: Now I will read from the quotation fron Ribbentrop 
Noe l on pege ton of the document booke 

"Tho German Governnmt therofore is forced to f e the new 

fe more critical 


tha U 


Soviet Unione In 
ion to safeguard her borders ang 
ssibilitics for defense the German Reich 
hed the full and unrestricted 
sovercignty of the “eich within the Aemilitarizee zone of the Rhinclanc 


effective today." 


May I ask the Tribunal to accept this cntire document vidence 


e 
Through this step of the German Governrent certain articles of the Treaty of 
Versailles which were concerned with the demilitarigation of the 

these terms had become chsolet nee is ner a decision of the Court 
does not pernit me to make any statements about Versailles nor take 


sition on Versailles. 


I ask that I may turn to the document Ribbentrop Exhibit Noe 8 which 


ge twonty-one of the document booke May I put a qucstion, 


A 


cuments on the Treaty of 


These things were exchanced between governments 
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before the Treaty of Versailles -= these are purely government docur 


but no arguments about the Treaty. May these documents be submitted in 


line with the decision? 


PRESIDENT: Where is that? 


HORN: It is on pace fourtcen of the document book. 
THE PRESIDENT: Dre H-rn, the Tribunal would like to know what issue 
in this trial this docunent is rclevant toe 
Re HORN: I wanted to justify German opinion to the Treaty of 
Versailles. We are concerned with Ribbentrop Exhibit Noe 2 and we are 
dealin: with the notes of many acre 1 to the United States with an 
offer for a truce and for a conclusion of the peace. J vanted to show 
further through the next note that this offer v ‘ased on the Fourteen 
Points of President VWilso Further, from Ribbentrop Exhibit Noe lh, I wanted 
the truce 2 on the basis of the 
Fourteen Points with two excepti: a ov id to r through 
Ribbentrop Exhibit 
SIR DAVID NMX: FYFI My Lor’, I tried not to interrupt, but really 
e which the Tribunal ruled on a fortnight ago when the 
7 I think, applied for documents on exactly this issue; 
rstand, the Tribunal ruled on again this morning 
The only issue to which this can be directe? is whether the Treaty of 
Versailles was in accordance with the Fourtcen Poin 
therefore an unjust treaty, and i mes directly within the Tribunal's 
of an hour agoe 
id something morc, 
uld interpret the ruling of the Tribunal, we are prohibited 
planations or statements on the injustice of the Versailles 
the fact that this Treaty was concluded under curesse 
srpreted it only in that way and no other waye 
THE PRESIDEN That was why I asked you to what issue you said this 
was relevant, and you said that it was relevant to show what the German 
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opinion on the Treaty was. Well, these are documents before the Treaty 
was made and they scem to be only relevant upon the question whether or not 
the Treaty was a just treaty or not a just treaty. 

Re HORN: I personally did not want to prove through this document 
whether the Treaty of Versailles an4 the peace was just or unjust; I wanted 
to show that it was a treaty which had many legal loopholes and 
inadequacies, since the main treaty was not in line with the agreements of 
the >reliminary treatye 

THE FRESIDENT: If the main treaty was not in accordance withthe 
preliminary treaty then the main treaty would, according to that argument, 
be an unfair treaty. That is the very point upon which the Tribunal has 


ruled. 


DRe HORN: For that reason, Ire President, I omitted these documents 


and said that I-will not refer to these documents, as wa 
ruling of the Court. I will now turn to docunent number ecishte 
THE PRESIDENT: As you are going through a lot of documents we might 


3 
\ 


break off for ten minutes, 
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n't want to take much of the Tribunal!s time, but in view 


“of the statement of Dr. Horn concomim, the condition of the Defendant von 
Ribbentrop, I think it is recuired that we inform the Tribunal of his condition 
as we understand it, which is something quite different from the understanding of 
Dre Horn. 

I have talked with Colonel Andrus anc with one of the Aray doctors, 
Colonel Ancrus has talked with beth of thom, And our uncerstancing is that 
Ribbentrop is not ill and is able to take the witness-stend; that he is nervous, 
and appears to be frightened, but he is not disabled in any sense anc is 
capable of testifyins. 

I come now to pace 21 of the Document Book, enc ask the Court 


7 


to teko jucicial notice of Exhibit 8 in the Ribbentrop book is a copy, end 


aa 


ents of Gomen Politics, which I turned ower to the Court, having 


certified it. It is the spe f Ambassador yon Ribbentrop at the Jlst mecting 


of the League of Nations in London, garding t Sovict Pact, the Locarno Pact 
anc the German Peace Plan, The specch was delivered 
I refer to pege 3 of the speech ond becin my quotation with No.5: 

"5. Aec ; to this alliance, Frence and Russia appoint themsclves 

dge in their own affoirs by indcpendently determining 
ut resolution or recom 

of Nations, and thereby are able to instigate 
discretion, 

'This strict obligation of the tw countries is clearly ma unequivocally 
evident from paragraph 1 of the signatory protoccl to thetreaty of alliance, 

"In other words, in a Jiven case France may decide at her om discretion 
whether Germeny or Soviet Russia he efi; 3C he only reserves the right 
to have to expose herself through her military actions ased on her om decision 
to sanctions on the art of the powers cguarentecing the Rhine Pact, namely 
England anc Italy 

"From 2 legal and treal political! point of view, this cbjection is 
meaningless, In terms of law, if Frencec cotermines the cggressor hersclf, how 
will she tha be able to foresee what attitude the powers cuarmtceing the Locarn 
Pact will afterwrds assume towards her decision? The answer to the question 
whether France wuld have to fear sanctions in such a case depends in practice 
not only on the faithful adherence to the pact by the guarantors — whichthe 


656); 





A i 


Gormon Government cocs not doubt in any way — bub also on verious prerequisites 


of a purely factual nature, the srobability or improbability of which cannot 
be perccived in advance, 

"In addition, the cvynluation of the relations p between the new 
treaty of alliance anc the Rhine Pact canno 22SSLD1y bo kased on the treaty 
rolationship between Germany and France on the one hond and the cuarant coing 
powers on the other, but only on the immediate relationship between Frence and 
Germny themselves, Otherwise one would have to comand from Germany that she 
tolerate quietly cvery possible violation -f the Rhine Pa wet by France, basing; her 
confidence on the fact that the curators would have to provide for her security, 
Loot certainly was not the purpose of the Rhine Pocet, 

"In terms of roal ) polities, when being attacked by a su, erior military 
coaliticn as a consequence of a decion which is incorrect, having Leon cast 
on somebody's own volition, it is an inconsequential cons lation to : country 
to obtain its right thr ugh subsequent sanctions arainst the apcresscrs 
condemned by the Leacue of Nations Council, Fur what kind sonctions could 
actuclly hit such a visentie conlition which reaches from 
Channel? These two countries are such power and in; nt monbers 
especially militarily strong factors of th ague of Nations that according to 
all practical deliberations sanetions arninst them wuld be unthinkable from the 
start. 

"Therefore this second restriction dealin: 
eventual sanctions is whollzy ine nsoquori gd from a 
VicwW. 

"I now ask the members of this Council to realize not o nly qe legal, 

olitical snc practical eonscavences of this cb: igati on the pert of France 
te act independently, but to ask yourselves cbove all Whether the opinion can 
be advoeated that the German Government Which simed the Locarno Pact would have 
ever taken up nitself the obligations of this Pact, had it contained such one- 
sided stipulations ss Icter developed," 

I now go to page 26 of the sane Document Bo Ky ond tho sme cocunent, 
nd to clarify the Geran point of viow » I add the following; 

"The French-Sovict Russian alliance means, beyon?! that in the German 
Government's view of history — a complete elimination of the hitherto existing 
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European balance of power and ccnsequently cf the fundamental political 


+> 


and legal conditions uncer which the Locarno Pact was concluced at that time," 


Thereby Germany oxyressed its legel attitude toward the Locarno Pact 


a 


nd the Vorsailles Treaty, recording the demilitarization of the Rhineland, 


2 


In orcer to ;rove its will to disarm, there is in the same documert — 


page 27 of the Document Book -= on exhaustive and detailed plan for cisarmamcnt, 


I ask the Tribunal to acce;t in evidence the docuncnt just cited, so that I my 
Later refer to it, 

With this exposition I conclude my presentation on Germny's reasons 
for reoceupying the Ihincl«nc, 
Regarding the role played by the Defendant von Ribbmtrop during the 


occupation of the ithhineland, I shall enter upon that when I call him to the 


witness-strnd. 
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After the occupation of the Rhineland, the Jefendant von Ribbentrop re- 
turned to London, where he was appointed as amba | | February 1938 
he was appointed Foreicn liinister, and from that tine on, conducted the fo- 
rein policy along the lines laid m by Hitler, 


In proof of this, I refer to Ribbentrop Exhibit No, l0, to be found in 


PRESIDENT: We have not cot this bool . went in Number 8, 
but you had better zo on, 
DR. HORN: This is a very short document that I ask the Tribunal to take 
judicial notice of, It is an excerpt from the speech of the Fuchrer before 


the German Reichstag in the Kroll Opera House in Berlin on 19 July 1940, I 


cannot conclude my remarks without fina lly thanking that man who for 
years has carried out my foreicn policies with the same selfless devotion 
as I woul? have, The name of the Party liember von Ribbentrop will be identified 
with the political uprisin= of the Gorman Nation as Foreicn liinister, and will 
be so identified for all tine", 
I subnit this quotation to the Tribunal to shew accordin: to what prin- 
defenlant von Ribbentrop conducted the forcirn policy. I should 


ask the Tribunal to hear the witness State Secretary von Steen- 


ee 


von STEENGRACHT, a witness, took the stand and testified as follows: 
BY THE PRESIDENT: 
Q Sill you state your nane, please? 
lf Steen:racht, 
Will you repeat this oath after nes 
I swear by God the Almighty and Omniscient that I will speak the pure 
truth, and will withhold and add nothing, 
(The witness ropeated the oath.) 
THE PRESIDEN You may sit down if you wish, 
IRECT EXAMINATION 


BY DR. HORN: 
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What was your last position in the Foreign Office? 

Since May 1940 I was first Secretary of the Foreign Office. 

What were your activities? 

In order to present my activities in a comprehensive way, I must 
make the followinr prefatory rcnarks: 

Since the beriming of the war, the Foreign Minister had his office in 
the neighborhood of Hitler's Headquarters; that is to say, several hundred 
kilometers cistant from Berlin, Here he carried on his business with a limited 
personnol, The Foreign Office in Berlin had tasks of a routine and adninis- 
trative nature, but above all, he was concerned with setting on current bu- 
siness with forcicn countricse 

Within the sphere of this ficl of activity,sI was Secretary of State, 


held the responsibility. The forcicn political decisions and instructions 
originated in the headquarters, nostly without dny understanding® oncthenpart 
of ithe Foreign Office, 
Q Who determine: question of foreicn policy? 
The basic line, not only in forcign policy but also down to the 


most minute details, was determined by Hitler, Ribbentrop frequently stated 


that the Fuchrer needed no Forcicn liinister, he simply wanted only a foreign 


such 2 position, since, so far as Hitler's authority was concerned, he would 
have liked to have excluded hinself from those, in part, destructive influ- 
ences. He also had, in part, some influence on Hitler's speeches, so far as 
they were concerned with the foreign policy. Hitler was accustomec. to prepare 
these speeches without Ribbentrop's hclpe 

Q Were there other offices, other than the Foreicn Office, that concei. 
- 
ed thonsclves with foreicn policy? 

Yes, there was practicaly not a single office in the Party or its 
subdivisions that fron 1933 on had no foreign political ambitions, Every one 
of these offices had a sort of foreign bureau that kept up connections with 
foreicn countries and in this way created for itself its own foreign political 


channels e 
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I should judge the number of these to be approxinatively thirty, For exane 


ple, the Hitler Jugend, the SA, the German Work Front, the SS, Rosenberg ts 
office, the Propaganda Ifinistry, the office of Fritz Valde, Ribbentrop's 
office, the Nordic Society, the Gorman Academy, the Reichsbahn, 

z with these offices, there is to be countel also tho immediate entoue 


rage of Hitler--Gcering, Bormann, Goebbels, who also were of influence in the 
formation of foreizn policy, Goering, too, as fas as I see, also had a certain 
influcnee, but only until 1938, at any rate, sa far as forcirn political 
matters were concerned, Later on he had no such influence, 

Q Did Ribbentrop make an effort to prevent such influences cr to exe 
clude them? 

A From my own observation, I can only vivo the following jucrment: 
Almost every one of those persons who had ever been in foreign countries, 
consicerc’ themselves to be from then on experts in foreign political enthue 
siase 

Unfortunately, the further they were fron actual conitions, the more 
they stood at variance with actual political necessities, and the more strength 


wn, the more they stood in contradiction to the primitive feelin: for 


necessity. Unecucated judme of this sort did have an effect 


To the possible objection that it is casy for an expert to criticise such 
an opinion on the part of Hitler, I should like to ‘point out the followinr: 
lon; as the later German imbassador in Paris was therc, Hitler read his 
reports with interest, but when he becane the official representative of the 
Reich, his reports were mostly thrown into the wastebasket without having 
been read, Hinler's reports and Goebbels! reports and Bornannts reports 
played, on the other hand, a much larger role, and reports fron uncontrollable 


agents played a sreater role than those of the experts. 
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No; at least, I nover noticed anything of it. Hitler made the state- 
mont: "Diplomacy is treason; treaties are to be used only as long as they are 
useful." That was Hitler's opinion of all diplomts in the world. 

Q Dic the Foreign Office have any influence in the eastern regions and the 


regions that were uncer civilim ecdministration? 


I have clready touched on this question, I inve already said that in 


those recions in which there was a military sovernment or a civilian administra- 
tion, a represmtative of the Forcim Office, if he was tolerated at ll, was 
tolerated only as an observer and occupied no of ficial position, 

I think it wuld be going too far on my part if I wert thr ugh all the 
various countries anc gave the cetails on them. The sitmtions varied. 

Q Do you eonsicer Ribbentrop a typical Nazi or not? 

A Ribbentrop was, in his whole attitude » no typical exponert of National 


Sociclism, He know extracrcinarily little of the coctrires of Notional 


Sociclism, He felt himself only personally bund to Hitler, whom he followed 


. 
?} 


with soldierly obedience, ond he also stood under a certain hypnotic dependence 
on Hitler, However, I ould not characterize him as a typical exponent of 
National Socialism, 

Q Waes Hitler a man who was accessible to expositions end obje ctions? 

A In the first yeors after 1933 he was such a erson, but be closed 
hinself off more ond morc, during the cw urse of ‘the years, from such influcnce, 
From the timc th t I wns Scerotary of State on, I sow him only twice on official 
oceasions. I cm only judge fromthe success or lack of success of our wrk. 

In the course of my activities, covering almost two years, I em remember no 
single case in which he agreed te any one of cur suse j On the contrary, 
it was always to be feared thet through some impulse or impetus of a pa 

nature he woul. be persuaded to toke contrary anc forceful weaswes. 

trait of his character was lack of confidence, which bore heavy fruit, 

Thus, experts and decont peovle vho tried to influence Hitler were eng aged 
in en alto;cther vain task, On theother hand, however, when Hitler wos ur sed to 
do violent acts, on the part of irresponsible e ple, he rcsponced to the se 
influcnecs, These men were then called by hin "strong", vhereas thebehaviour 


of anyone who was cven half-way normal wns called "weak" or "defcatist", And 


through a opinion that might have beon uttered just once in this way, the 
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influcnce of that mm could be forever destroyed. 

Q Wht conclusions did Hitler draw from contradictions that might arise 
in the various influences subjected to him? 

A. I cannot answer thet question in general terms, I have alrendy 
adumbrated tnat in my :revicus msvers. First of ojl the reaction depended, 
in my opinion, on the mood af the Dictator at the time, It is also a mttar of 
import-nee as to mho contradicted and how much strength he had alre:dy show, 
But hew the atmosphere really wes can perhaps be demonstrated by this case. 

When Ribbentrop's liais.n man with Hitler told about the circwstances 
shortly after Roosevelt's death, he said; "Today was clmost the last nur of my 
lifo. Guebbels cme out of the Fuchrarts room enc rep rted on Germany's chences 
in the future so for as they were «affected by Ro.sevelt's death, He crew up a 
very hopeful picture f the future, I, Hewel, was of the opinion that that view 
was not justified enc recomicnded to him to be careful viz a viz Goebbels. 
Hitlor fell into a rage, celled me a person who demralized overyone, who 
deprived every decent yersin cof his good mood and hopes. I wes forced," Hewel 
reports, "to g privetely to Gichbels and to ask him to tke this matter on his 
owm shoulders, f.r if he hac informed tho Fuchrer of my attitude, Hitler wuld 
have called Rattenhuier, the Chief of his Scewity Service, snc had me teken 
away and shot." 

Q How co you explcin the fact that so mny zeople came into Hitler's 
imacdiate neighborhood, although they Gidn't agree with him? 

It is correct that many people remained in their offices clthsugh they 
disapproved of Hitler's methods cf government, indeed, who wore inimical to 
those methods, The reasons for this are of various sorts 

t Party in the 
licichstag, accrdcing to Parliaucntary rules, hac come 


p 


officialdom, in consequence cf tiis change of g-vernmont, had no recson to 


retiro from its verius wfficcs. The transition to dictatorship, md the 


therewith œ nnected altogether different ec -ncept of the State, cic not permit 
the incivicual officials to have their owm opinions -£ the Gvernncnt. At first 
there was a terrible ign of terror cveryvhere in the ministries ond 


chancelleries. 
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In private Cwellines and in restaurants there were spies who, out of 


fo: pay, wore willing to donounce everything they heardes 


Nevcrtheless, many would have Jone everything they could if their withdrawal 
b 


would have been of any avail, but it ber obvious that these cascs were 
simply usciess solf-sccrificc, the conscpuences of which were concealed from 
the public and which had no 
But above all it is inportant that in the offices vacated 
was placcd. Fer this reason many »neople remained at their 


to prevent the development that I have just described. 


The great number of the acts of cruelty that were ccmmitted by Hitler 


3 a 


or Himmler or were ordered by them led many forcirners to the conclusion that 

the German people in their ontircty were equally guilty of the: 

had known of theme ‘This is not the cases Even most of th people in hich 

public nositi found out about those matte 0} e conclusion of 

the ware-about their extent 

be found in the speech that Himmlc in Posen en October 

before his grunvenfuchrer, and of which I discovered anything onl; 

first time here, In this speech he instructed them to keep the concentration 

camps and the actions agoinst the Jews just as scerct as the events of the 

2Cth of July were being kept secret==of which the German people knew nothing. 
Guilty of all these occurrences are y a fewe-fery feweevcople out of 

the thousands who might be c idered guiltye It was these who carried out 

this reien of terror against the German peorle. But those who thought 

fiffcrontly--and to this is to be thanked tha f example, the Geneva 

Convention was not renounced and tons or even hundr: f thousands of Enrlish 

or American fliers and prisoners wore not shote Unfortunate prisoners and 

$ 


those seriously wounded were returned to their families in their home 


countriese Groece in its terribli ion coived food. Balances were 


4 


kept as far as possible in Belgium and Fra » anc many senselcss acts of 


destruction i reign countri wma in the home country were in part prevented 


can attribute the fact that the principles of 
justice remained alive these circles were encouraged in their attitudc 


earlicr by the fa that no foreign power had used the conditions in Germany 
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as ca reason for breaking off diplomatic relations but until the outbreak of 
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war had relations with National Socialism and concluded treaties with it and 


had its diplomatic representatives at the National Socialist party days at 


NurnberZe 
It was narticularly noted that National Socialist Germany, outwardly 
at any rate, ~eccived much more consideration from forcign countries than had 
the ‘eimar Republic, despite all fidelty to treaties or points of lawe 
she war came, and therewith officials had a special official duty 
very individual German: hen could these people who felt them- 
servants of their pcople leave their posts, if they could at all? 
hen would such a step be useful to the people? ‘hen would à step warn 
Hitler? 
Did you make sugsestions to Ribbentrop of a forcign political 
ture aftcr tho French campaign? 

I hac at that time, to be sure, no official position, but I 
nevertheless felt the need, and I believe it was a heartfelt wish of all 
Germans to bring abont sgain peaceful conditions in the worlde On the d 
the capitulation of 

> States of Puron 
independense of Holland 
brought about, at any rate to make as me fe on the sclf-determi- 


uation of the powers 


yess but at that time Hitler considercd such plans 


you dpeak to Ribbentrop again in the winter of 1942 on the 
sance subject? 
Ribbentrop ot that time also laid down very concrete proposals. 
He foresaw the sovereignty and independence of all the conquered countries, 
Poland, and, Moreover, an exhaustive far-reaching collaboration. 
flow did Hitler react to these proposals? 
Hitler turned down these proposals with the reason that the time 


was not ripe--the military situation was not favorable enouch=-so that these 


would be interynrcted as sirns of wealmess. 
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to another question: Bofore the outbrenk of the Russian 


p e p 


compaign, Did Ribbentrop montion to Hitler Bismarck's statement nbout the 
langer of preventive wars? 

A  Ribbentron told mc sereral times that he was very concerned with 
the Pact with Russias In regard to preventive war, ho h&a @toted to Hitlers 
"God does not let anyone look int His cards." Ribbentrop also made efforts 
to bring Russian experts to er in order to explain the situation there to 
Hitler and to advise him to wai efore he started a ware Hitler paic no 
attention to these peoples So fi 1s I know only Ambassador Graf Schulenburg 
had a short audience with hime He, who wonsidered such a war inadvisable, 
could make cear his attitude toward Russia and the ressons why he considered 


it inadvisable. Hitler held his own speech an this subject for about 


3 


twenty minutes without letting him sneak a word and the took his leave of him. 


Dr. Horn, the orde the Tribundl was 


That is not refreshing 
a specch which you have written out 
oes on the Tribunal will have to think 
whether 1E CK 7 to alter its rule and to adhere to the ordinary 
which is that no witness is allowed to refer to any notes at all 
thos@ that are de at the timce 
President, to be sure, I discussed my questions with 
witness, but his notes, if he has any, were made by the witness and were 
de without my knowledge of their contentse I shall now ask the witness to 


Y 


answer my questions without making use of any means with which I a unfamiliar. 


itness, did you know that Ribbentrop tried to influence Hitler to 


rference with Jews and the Church? 


ye 


knew of thise I know that Ribbentrop spoke frequently with 


yrs 


Hitler on this theme, I wa psolutely desperate because of this policy 


1 


toward Jews and churches, and 


occasion to speak to 
Ribbentrop about it, but he explained to me again and again when he returned 
from Hitler that Hitler could not be spoken *” on these subjectse Hitler 


sid that these problems had to be solved befor he had died, 
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Qe Did von Ribbentrop and the Foreign Office have any knowledge of the 
military planning? 

A. Ribbentrop frequently fold me that he was completely unoriented 
militarily. So far as the office is concerned, this Foreign Office had no 


influence on strategic planning. 


that wero the relations between Ribbentrop, Himmler, Goebbels and 


relations between Ribbentrop and those other gentlemen were as 
There was a pernpotual fight between them. In my 
opinion Ribbentrop would have been Hinmmler's first sn ice if occasion had 
arisone A fight was being carried on continually between these mene 
hat was the relationship in general in the highest Party positions? 
‘enended on the character of 
can say that the rclations 
orientation, so 
was almost impossible for 
1 question with another minister by telephone, as im- 
down to carth. Even in the most im- 
not take place. There was, in other 
different, 
characters but in 


Do y bjections on the nart of the Vatican re- 


be a matter of two protests 

re submitted by the Nuncio to 

cretary of State, turned these 
protests over to Ribbentrop, and he in his turn presented them to Hitler. 
lid not recognize the General Government, and 
accordingly, since the Nuncio was ne sponsible in these regions, Hitler de- 


(ar 


clarod when he saw these notes, "They are just on long lic. Give these notes 


about the matter." 
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Qe ‘Jere these notes worked on by the Foreign Office? 

Ae Sharp and pr instructions were issued that all cases in which 
matters were brought up by representatives of countries in matters for which 
they were not authorized, whether in converstaions, verbally, written n 
any other piece of wirting -- instructions were issued that these were not to 
be accepted, and our protests were turned down sharply. 

Qe Did you know that Ribbentrop prevented the shooting of about 10,000 
fliers after the nir attack on Dresden? 

ow the following: Ribbcntrop's liaison man with Hitler called me 


J 


up one day in great excitement and informed me that on a suggestion by Goebbels 
the Fuehrer intended, as re al for the air attack on Dresden, to 

large number of English an? American fliers of war, largely flicrs. 

immediately to Ribbentron and informed him of this. Ribbentrop became very 
excited, stated that this was impossible, called un this liaison man in per 

in order to verify the reporte The liaison man corroborated ite Then Ribbontre 


went to Hitler, came back after a half hour, and said that ho had 


in having Hitler withdr: report hat is all I know about that 


Do you know anything about the mecting of an anti-Jewish Congre 
something about it, namely, I belicve this same liaison 

-informed us that on a surecstion of Bormann's, 
calling of <e nti-Jowish Congress through Rosenberg office Ribbentrop did 
not want to believe this, but neverthe s hai o accept ; as true once 
had spoken with our liaison office Then, since on the basis of this då 
we could do nothing officially prevent this thin ve nevertheless ins 
ourselves into the matter. ide efforts by a policy of delay to 
carrying out of this anti-Jewish Congress impossible. ince e war ended 


1945, this policy of delay was successful, and the Congress did not take p 


Qe Could you observe whe Risbentrop took a strong attitude toward 


his collaborators for reasons of state, althouch he often thought entirely 


lifferently? 


Ae You ask me to express a judgement. I believe, however, that I must 
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Thinking that he was being loyal to Hitler, Ribbentrop in my 
opinion in those visits when he went to Hitler and found Hitler with exactly the 
opposite opinion, tried to explain Hitler's attitude. I should like to assume 
that this stood in contradiction to his own ideas. 

Did Ribbentrop during the course of the war 
Florence be spared? 

as I know he did speak with Hitler on this subject. 

Do you know about an articlo by Goebbels in the paper "Reich" or 
perhaps the paper "Voelkischer Beobachter," an article cealinz with lynch 
shootings? 

Once by accicent I came 
paper and was again very excitede 
article by Goebbels t was an article 
Did Ribbentrop protest to Goeb 
sharged 
entered a protest against this article But to his surprise he found out that 
this protest was useles 


recommended by Hitler, 


Qe How did the Foreign Office stand on thx 
article? 
Foreign Office repudiated such articles vehemen 
against international law and thus brought 
Moreover, if appealed to th 
) 


al policy did great damage, particularly 


by several millions of people and ĝi? 


insisted that under no circumstances should such thinrs 


press any furthers I must, however, unfortunately, state that 


difficulties in this matter since the enemy low altitude flicrs 


in the fields and 


ely civilian peoples Our arguments that we did not want to offend 
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international law on our part under these conditions were not taken into 


account either by the German people or by Hitler. On the contrary, in this 


case too we wore regarded as interested in formal lawjonlye But we did try, 


with the help of military officers, to prevent the carrying out of this order. 
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Ne you know of a Battalion Guensberg? 

L I co not know of a Battalicn Guensberg but I know of a previous 

Legation Consular Guensberg in the Foreicn Office. His office received, 
so far as I recall --I cid not at that time concern myself with these 
matterse-received the charze from Ribbentrop along with a few very small, 
a few experts, from the Foreign Office, to follow the fivhting troops and 
see to it that: first, the foreign missions, for instance, in Brussels 
and saris, and so forth, that stood uncer the protection cf the guarantor 
powers, that these buildings should not be entered by our troops; secondly, 
Guensberg was charcec with makin: sure that the files that were of foreign 
political interest were not cisturbec. After the conclusion of the French 
campaign, Guens»er¢g, sc far as I recall, was no longer active officially. 
What he hac been doing was carried :n by the Gestapo, by the Secret Field 
Police, because from then on, foreizn office cfficials could not enter 
foreign countries. 

When did Guensberg!s job end? 

Ribbentrop lost interest, after these events, in Guensberg, and 
then after the beginning of the Russian campaign, Guensberg, so far as I 
remember, reported again for cuty and said that he intended to do the same 
thing in the East, and Ribbentrop told him, "Very well, you may go with a 
few people to the army groups and see whether anything of interest is 
hapvening there and also see to it that when we approach Moscow, the 
foreign embassies are not damaged and that the documents are not Camaved, 
but he did not consider himself any longer to be a part of the foreign 
office anc received his crders from elsewhere, Then, as I later heard, he 
had a large number of men under him and could even wear a military uniform. 

He cic not belong to the foreign office in a military capacity? 

Noe When Ribbentrop heard that Guensberg hac such a large job 
under him, charged me to turn personally to the SS and say that I and 
Livbentrop do not want to have Guensberg under me any longer, anc at that 
time I told Oberzrupzenfuchrer Wolff—=I should like to point out that we 
wanted nothing more to do with Guensbherc=-"see to it that you keep him with 
the Waffen 5S along with all his suborcinates." ` That is all I know about 


the matter cf Guensberge 
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Re HORN: Would the Lord Justice like to conclude this session or 
should I continue? 

THE iRESINENT: Unless you are going to conclude almost immediately, 
we Setter adjourn. Will you be sometime longer with this witness? 


DRe HORN? I have a number of further questions. 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 27 March, 196, at 1000 hours), 





